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The jurisdiction of no court is absolutely unlimited.! The scope and limitations of the jurisdiction of a court are determined by 
the provisions of the constitution or legislation creating it or otherwise controlling its jurisdiction.” No court can have powers 


that are not inherent in the sovereignty to which it owes its existence or under the authority of which it functions.” 


When a doctrine known as "primary jurisdiction" applies, the judicial process is suspended pending the referral of the issues 
to an appropriate administrative body for its views; the doctrine applies where a claim is originally cognizable in a court 
and enforcement of the claim requires the resolution of issues that have been placed within the special competence of an 


administrative body.“ However, the doctrine of primary jurisdiction does not divest a court of subject-matter jurisdiction.’ 
There are situations in which a court is divested of subject-matter jurisdiction over an administrative decision, as where the 
administrative determination results in a denial of the requested action which must, by statute, be administratively appealed 


before it is cognizable by a court,° where there is a comprehensive and explicit statutory administrative scheme, ’ where the 
legislature places original jurisdiction in an administrative agency; however, a statute that divests the trial court of original 


jurisdiction must do so explicitly,” or where the legislature has granted the agency exclusive jurisdiction, or the sole power to 


make an initial determination of a claim or issue.” 
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